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REMARKS 

Reconsideration of the above-referenced appUcation is j[espectively requested in 
view of the above amendmeats and these remarks. Claims !• 
Applicants have amended claims 1, 4, 8-11, 13, 15-16, 18-21, 2< ■ 
cancelled claims 38-44. 

In the Office Action, clainas 16, 22, 24, 27, 38 and 39 are 
§ 102(b) as being anticipated by United States Patent App 



7 are currently pending. 
28, and 30-37 and have 

rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
ication Publication No. 



iddress the rejection and 
invention as claimed in 



2002/0013163 to O'Piey. Applicant has amended independeit claims 16, and made 
corresponding amendments to dependent claims 24 and 27, to 
has cancelled, without prejudice claims 38 and 39. The presen; i 
amended independent claim 16 is directed to a wireless communication unit that 
refoimats dialed numbers according to the dialing plans fro n any of a plurality of 
different communication networks. As is described in thj ; 
communication networks including wireless local area network s and wireless wide area 
networks have different dialing plans for the numbers that are \ sed to make calls within 
the network. The dialing plans have rules that peimit a wirelei s corarounication unit to 
make calls within the network. But a user of the wireless comi mnicarion unit might not 
use the rules because the rules of the dialing plan of the networl in which the unit is may 
be different. Amended independent claim 1 6 is directed to refoi natting a number used to 
contact a target unit by using the dialing plan of the selected cor miunication network that 
will be used to call the target unit. 

O'Prey is not directed to refoimatting dialed numbeis based on the selected 
communication network that is used to caU the target unit. O'Prey modifies dialed 
munbers, but the modification is not related to the dialing pi ai of the communication 
network selected by the communication unit to make tlie call t ) the target unit. Rather, 
O'Prey modifies the number by adding and removing ]>refixes to numbers to 
accommodate routing calls through a routing switch. In partici lar, O'Prey is focused on 
the routing of a call using prefixes within one network. O'Prej is focused on the routing 
of a call through a networic, not on the operation of the wirelesii communication unit and 
how ir selects a communications network to place a call and use > that network to reformat 
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a dialed number. O'Prey does not discuss the use of different diaUng plans based on 
dififerent communication networks. It is therefore respectfully su bmitted that O'Prey does 
not disclose and therefore does not anticipate the present invent on as found in claim 16. 
As claims 22. 24 and 27 depend upon and include each and eve y limitation of claim 16, 
it is also respectfuUy submitted that these dependent claims are r ot anticipated by O'Prey. 
It is therefore respectfully requested that the rejection under Sect on 102(b) be withdrawn. 

Claims 1-6, 8-15 and 28-37 are rejected under 35 U S.C § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over O'Prey in view of United States Patent No. 5 963,863 to Berggren and 
United States Patent Application Publication No. 2004/OO436l:t to Phillips. Apphcants 
have amended claims 1 and 28 to further define the mvennon )ver the cited references. 
As with claim 16, AppUcants direct claims 1 and 28 to the o jtaining the refoimatting 
rules based on dialing plan of the selected communication netw jrk used to call the target 
unit. As discussed above, O'Prey does not reveal using the di iling plan of the selected 
communication networic to reformat the dialed number. Berggi en is used to support Hie 
idea of a wireless device being able to operate in a plurality of < ommunication networks. 
^Phillips is used to support the idea of rules based implementation for translating or 
reformatting a dialed string. But neither Berggren nor Phillips discuss the reformatting 
the number based on dialing plan of the selected communicatioi l network used to call the 
target unit. Moreover, tbe Office Action does not discuss the jse of the dialing plan of 
the selected communication network being used to reformat a dialed number. Thus, it is 
respectfully submitted tiiat the combination of O'Prey, Bergjfren and PhilUps do not 
disclose, teach or otherwise suggest the present invention found in amended claims 1 and 
28. As claims 2-6, 8-15 and 29-37 depend upon and include ea ± and every limitation of 
amended claims 1 and 28, it is respectfully submitted the cited prior ait do not disclose, 
teach or otherwise suggest the dependent claims either. Applic; ints therefore respectfully 
request that this rejection under Section 103(a) be withdrawn. 

In the OlBoe Action, claim 7 is rejected under S ection 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over O'Prey, Berggien and Phillips and further in view of United States 



Patent No. 6,125,281 to Wells et al. Wells is used to suppon th^ idea that a user can enter 
prompts, but it does not address the use of the dialing plan of 
network be used to reformat a number of a target unit Thu4 the arguments as to the 
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patentability of claixn 1, upon which claim 7 depends, apply here. It is therefore 
respectflilly submitted that the claim 7 is not obvious in view of the cited art. Applicants 
respectfully request that this rejection under Section 103(a) be w thdrawn. 

Claims 20, 21, 25, 26, and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over O'Prey. Applicants have cancelled claim 4^ . For the reasons given 
above for the patentability of claim 16, upon which claims 20, 21, 25 and 26 depend, 
Applicants respectfully submit that O'Prey does not disclose teach or otherwise suggest 
the invention claimed. It is therefore respectfully requested that this rejection under 
Section 103(a) be withdrawn. 

Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being i inpatentable over O'Prey 
in view of Wells. For the reasons given above with respect to differences between the 
present invention and O'Prey and as WeUs does not provide any additional art to 
overcome the differences between the present invention and clain 16, upon which claim 
23 depends, it is respectfully requested that this rejection be witt drawn. 

In the OfBce Action, claims 17-19 and 40-43 are rej<scted under 35 U.S.C § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over O'Prey in view of Phillips. For the reasons given 
above widi respect to differences between the present invertion and O'Prey and as 
Phillips does not provide any additional art to overcome the differences between the 
present invention and claim 16, upon which claim 17-19 d< pends, it is respectfully 
requested that this rejection be withdrawn. Claims 40-43 have b sen cancelled. 

As the Applicants have overcome all substantive rejecti ons and objections given 
by the Examiner and have complied with all requests properly p: esented by the Examiner, 
the AppUcants contend that this Amendment, with the above c iscussion, overcomes the 
Examiner's objections to and rejections of the pending claims, rherefore, die Applicants 
respectfully solicit allowance of the application. If the Exami ler is of the opinion that 
any issues regarding ithe status of the claims remain after fliis i espouse, the Examiner is 
invited to contact the undersigned representative to expedite resc lution of the matter. 
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( fees associated herewith, including ettension of time fees, to 



SEND CORRESPONDENCE TO: 

Motorola, Lie. 
Law Department 

Customer Number: 22917 



RespectfuUj 



Belkin, Anaoly S.et al. 



By:. 



Simon 
Attome; ' 
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for Applicant 
No.: 37,585 

847-576-4234 
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